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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

1 . The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

The following title is suggested: Peak power suppressing section for transmitter. 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and.contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

4. Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ode 
et al. (U.S. PG-PUB NO. 2001/0007435) in view of Hongo et al. (U.S. PATENT NO. 
6,931,239). 

-Regarding claim 1, Ode et al. disclose a transmitter (as disclosed in Fig. 
3) comprising; an input power calculating section for calculating the level of the 
signal before the signal is inputted to the peak suppressing section (comparison 
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unit 29 as disclosed in Fig. 3 and further disclosed in paragraph 96 and 
114); an output power calculating section for calculating the level of the level 
suppressed signal after the level suppressed signal is outputted from the peak 
suppressing section (distortion compensation coefficient calculation unit 27 
as disclosed in Fig. 3 and further disclosed in paragraph 112); and an 
adjusting unit for controlling the signal level of a signal to be outputted such that 
the signal level of the signal is adjusted based on the level calculated by the input 
power calculating section and the level calculated by the output power calculating 
section (predistortion unit 23 as disclosed in Fig. 3 and further disclosed in 
paragraph 87 and 114). However, Ode et al. fails to disclose a peak 
suppressing section for detecting whether there exists a peak based on the level 
of an inputted signal and outputting a level suppressed signal when the peak is 
detected. 

Hongo et al. disclose a peak suppressing section for detecting whether 
there exists a peak based on the level of an inputted signal and outputting a level 
suppressed signal when the peak is detected (peak detection unit 13 as 
disclosed in Fig. 3 and further disclosed in col. 7 line 45 - col. 8 line 3). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skills in the art at 
the time of invention to modify the comparison unit as disclosed by Ode et al. to 
include the peak detection unit 13 as disclosed by Hongo et al. One is motivated 
as such in order to provide for the peak to be power-limited before output to an 
amplifier. 
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-Regarding claim 2, Ode et al. disclose a transmitter which adjusts the 
signal level of a multicarrier signal obtained by combining multiple carriers (as 
disclosed in Fig. 10), the transmitter comprising: an input power calculating 
section for calculating power level for each carrier before the carriers are inputted 
to the peak suppressing section (comparison unit 29 as disclosed in Fig. 10 
and further disclosed in paragraph 96 and 114); an output power calculating 
section for calculating power level for each carrier after the carriers are outputted 
from the peak suppressing section (distortion compensation coefficient 
calculation unit 27 as disclosed in Fig. 10 and further disclosed in 
paragraph 112); a monitoring section for outputting level control information 
which controls the signal level of the multicarrier signal based on the power level 
calculated by the input power calculating section and the power level calculated 
by the output power calculating section (distortion compensation coefficient 
updating unit 28 as disclosed in Fig. 10 and further disclosed in paragraph 
113 and 118); and a level adjusting section for adjusting the level of the 
multicarrier signal based on the level control information outputted from the 
monitoring section (predistortion unit 23 as disclosed in Fig. 10 and further 
disclosed in paragraph 87 and 114). However, Ode et al. fail to disclose a peak 
suppressing section for detecting whether there exists a peak based on the sum 
of power levels of inputted carriers and outputting the carriers the power levels of 
which are suppressed such that the sum of the power levels is smaller than a 
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predetermined peak threshold value when the peak is detected; and power 
calculation is for mean power. 

Hongo et al. discloses a peak suppressing section for detecting whether 
there exists a peak based on the sum of power levels of inputted carriers and 
outputting the carriers the power levels of which are suppressed such that the 
sum of the power levels is smaller than a predetermined peak threshold value 
when the peak is detected (peak detection unit 13 as disclosed in Fig. 3 and 
further disclosed in col. 7 line 45 - col. 8 line 3); and power calculation is for 
mean power (col. 1 1 lines 48-67). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skills in the art at 
the time of invention to modify the comparison unit as disclosed by Ode et al. to 
include the peak detection unit 13 as disclosed by Hongo et al. One is motivated 
as such in order to provide for the peak to be power-limited before output to an 
amplifier. 

-Regarding claim 3, Ode et al. disclose a transmitter which controls the 
signal level of a multicarrier signal obtained by combining multiple carriers such 
that the signal level of the multicarrier signal is adjusted (as disclosed in Fig. 
10), the transmitter comprising: an input power calculating section for calculating 
power level for each carrier before the carriers are inputted to the peak 
suppressing section (comparison unit 29 as disclosed in Fig. 10 and further 
disclosed in paragraph 96 and 114); an output power calculating section for 
calculating power level for each carrier after the carriers are outputted from the 
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peak suppressing section (distortion compensation coefficient calculation 
unit 27 as disclosed in Fig. 10 and further disclosed in paragraph 112); a 

monitoring section for outputting level control information which controls the 
signal level of each carrier outputted from the peak suppressing section based on 
the power level calculated by the input power calculating section and the power 
level calculated by the output power calculating section for each carrier 
(distortion compensation coefficient updating unit 28 as disclosed in Fig. 
10 and further disclosed in paragraph 113 and 118); and a level adjusting 
section for adjusting the level of each carrier based on the corresponding level 
control information for each carrier (predistortion unit 23 as disclosed in Fig. 
10 and further disclosed in paragraph 87 and 114). However, Ode et al. fail to 
disclose a peak suppressing section for detecting whether there exists a peak 
based on the sum of power levels of inputted carriers and outputting the carriers 
the power levels of which are suppressed such that the sum of the power levels 
is smaller than a predetermined peak threshold value when the peak is detected; 
and power calculation is for mean power. 

Hongo et al. disclose a peak suppressing section for detecting whether 
there exists a peak based on the sum of power levels of inputted carriers and 
outputting the carriers the power levels of which are suppressed such that the 
sum of the power levels is smaller than a predetermined peak threshold value 
when the peak is detected (peak detection unit 13 as disclosed in Fig. 3 and 



Application/Control Number: Page 7 

10/532,338 

Art Unit: 2618 

further disclosed in col. 7 line 45 - col. 8 line 3); and power calculation is for 
mean power (col. 11 lines 48-67). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skills in the art at 
the time of invention to modify the comparison unit as disclosed by Ode et al. to 
include the peak detection unit 13 as disclosed by Hongo et al. One is motivated 
as such in order to provide for the peak to be power-limited before output to an 
amplifier. 

-Regarding claim 4, Ode et al. disclose a transmitter which adjusts the 
signal level of a multicarrier signal obtained by combining multiple carriers (as 
disclosed in Fig. 10), the transmitter comprising: an input power calculating 
section for calculating a power level of the sum for each carrier before the 
carriers are inputted to the peak suppressing section (comparison unit 29 as 
disclosed in Fig. 10 and further disclosed in paragraph 96 and 114); an 
output power calculating section for calculating a power level of the sum for each 
carrier after the carriers are outputted from the peak suppressing section 
(distortion compensation coefficient calculation unit 27 as disclosed in Fig. 
10 and further disclosed in paragraph 112); a monitoring section for outputting 
level control information which controls the signal level of the multicarrier signal 
based on the power level of the sum calculated by the input power calculating 
section and the power level of the sum calculated by the output power calculating 
section (distortion compensation coefficient updating unit 28 as disclosed 
in Fig. 10 and further disclosed in paragraph 113 and 118); and a level 
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adjusting section for adjusting the level of the multicarrier signal based on the 
level control information outputted from the monitoring section (predistortion 
unit 23 as disclosed in Fig. 10 and further disclosed in paragraph 87 and 
114). However, Ode et al. fail to disclose a peak suppressing section for 
detecting whether there exists a peak based on the sum of power levels of 
inputted carriers and outputting the carriers the power levels of which are 
suppressed such that the sum of the power levels is smaller than a 
predetermined peak threshold value when the peak is detected; and power 
calculation is for mean power. 

Hongo et al. disclose a peak suppressing section for detecting whether 
there exists a peak based on the sum of power levels of inputted carriers and 
outputting the carriers the power levels of which are suppressed such that the 
sum of the power levels is smaller than a predetermined peak threshold value 
when the peak is detected (peak detection unit 13 as disclosed in Fig. 3 and 
further disclosed in col. 7 line 45 - col. 8 line 3); and power calculation is for 
mean power (col. 11 lines 48-67). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skills in the art at 
the time of invention to modify the comparison unit as disclosed by Ode et al. to 
include the peak detection unit 13 as disclosed by Hongo et al. One is motivated 
as such in order to provide for the peak to be power-limited before output to an 
amplifier. 
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-Regarding claim 5, Ode et al. disclose a transmitter which adjusts the 
signal level of a multicarrier signal obtained by combining multiple carriers (as 
disclosed in Fig. 10), the transmitter comprising: an input power calculating 
section for calculating a power level for the multicarrier signal before the 
multicarrier signal is inputted to the peak suppressing section (comparison unit 
29 as disclosed in Fig. 10 and further disclosed in paragraph 96 and 114); 
an output power calculating section for calculating a power level for the 
multicarrier signal outputted from the peak suppressing section (distortion 
compensation coefficient calculation unit 27 as disclosed in Fig. 10 and 
further disclosed in paragraph 112); a monitoring section for outputting level 
control information which controls the signal level of the multicarrier signal based 
on the power level calculated by the input power calculating section and the 
power level calculated by the output power calculating section (distortion 
compensation coefficient updating unit 28 as disclosed in Fig. 10 and 
further disclosed in paragraph 113 and 118); and a level adjusting section for 
adjusting the level of the multicarrier signal based on the level control information 
outputted from the monitoring section (predistortion unit 23 as disclosed in 
Fig. 10 and further disclosed in paragraph 87 and 114). However, Ode et al. 
fail to disclose a peak suppressing section for detecting whether there exists a 
peak based on the sum of power levels of inputted carriers and outputting the 
carriers the power levels of which are suppressed such that the sum of the power 
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levels is smaller than a predetermined peak threshold value when the peak is 
detected; and power calculation is for mean power. 

Hongo et al. disclose a peak suppressing section for detecting whether 
there exists a peak based on the sum of power levels of inputted carriers and 
outputting the carriers the power levels of which are suppressed such that the 
sum of the power levels is smaller than a predetermined peak threshold value 
when the peak is detected (peak detection unit 13 as disclosed in Fig. 3 and 
further disclosed in col. 7 line 45 - col. 8 line 3); and power calculation is for 
mean power (col. 11 lines 48-67). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skills in the art at 
the time of invention to modify the comparison unit as disclosed by Ode et al. to 
include the peak detection unit 13 as disclosed by Hongo et al. One is motivated 
as such in order to provide for the peak to be power-limited before output to an 
amplifier. 

Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Kobayashi et al. (U.S. PG-PUB NO. 2002/0065095). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ping Y. Hsieh whose telephone number is 571-270- 
301 1 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday (alternate Fridays) 
8:00am-5:00pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lana Le can be reached on 571-272-7891 . The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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LANA LE 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



